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PREFACE 


In recent years there has been a sharp increase in enrollments in 
post-secondary institutions of learning with a corresponding marked in- 
crease in applications for financial assistance. The financial assist- 
ance program in Alberta is under the direction of the Students Assistance 
Board, Department of Education, which decided to carry out a research 
program in 1968-69 for the purpose of reviewing present policies and 
practices in the granting of assistance. 


This part of the larger research program consists of a statistical 
analysis of financial assistance granted in the 1967-68 year, including 
an analysis of loan debt accumulated up to and including 1967-68. In 
addition to an analysis of data for the total group, analyses were 
carried out using the variables of sex, home location, and marital 
status. 
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Chapter I 


AN _ ANALYSIS OF TOTAL STUDENT GROUP 


During the 1967-68 year a total of approximately 16,000 students 
received in the: neighbourhood of $10,000,000.00 in financial assistance for 
attendance at post-secondary institutions of all types. As part of a larger 
research program of the Students Assistance Board, an analysis was carried 
out to ascertain the nature of the students receiving financial assistance, 
and the types and amounts of assistance received. Data for 13,298 of the 
approximately 16,000 students were transferred from the files to IBM 1230 
optical scan sheets and subsequently to cards and electronic tape. The 
13,298 students represent. 83% of the 16,000 students in all. A decision 
was made not to include graduate students in the study because of the com- 
plexities of their situation. The number was further reduced by the 
unavailability of some files which were being used for administrative pur- 
poses, especially financial assessments on new applications for assistance. 


Table 1 gives the distribution of students by sex. Three out of five 


students were males and two out of five were females. 


Table I 
Distribution of Students by Sex 


Number % of Total 


Males 


Females 





Table 2 gives the distribution of the students by home location. It 
will be noted that three categories were used: Edmonton and Calgary, small 
city or town, and village, hamlet or rural. Slightly over one half of the 
students were residents in Alberta's two large cities, close to a third 
lived in small cities or in towns, while the remaining one student in six 
lived in a village, hamlet, or on the farm. 


<M 





. 1 xsaqedo 

einebute 000,81 ylotembxorqge 10 1a303 5 tasy 83-(oeL sda gniaud 
tot sompisiaee istonentt at 00,000,000,012% to boodtucddgian ed3 ot hevtsoest 
tegiel 5 to tx8q 2A .negyd [lp to enoltustizeni visbronge-se0q Ja sonebaedie 
belryso saw sieylene ne ,bis0d soméjietesA etnebut? ofa to metgo1q dotneset 
eoonsieltees Ielanant? gaivtese: edjagbuie sid to studsn of4 nississes 01 JO 
orld to BES.£1 103 sted .beviscsy somsiaiaes 36 atnvoms ban asqys: end bas 
O€SS MAI o3 selit sdi movi bervetemetd orow etnobuse 000.0! ylotemixoxqqs 
eff .sy8d otaortosls bas sbiso oF yijnaupsedue bas ejosde aroa Lipoktqo 
moletosb A .I1e mt atasbuie 000,01 ofa to S€8 daseoxqger einobuig BES,Ef 
-m02 93 Yo seusoed ybute odt mt ezinobuste esasubeig sbulomt o3 jon sham esaw 
eda yd bsovber redd1ul aew isdmun sil ,moissudte tisd} Io esktixalg 


“1nq sviisrieiaimbs rot beev gated stew dotriw asli? smog to yitlidelisvenv 
-soneieiees 10% anfoljsotiqqs wen mo etremezse2s Istonsntt yl Istosqes- ,esecq 


svil ie 3uq sexdT .xee yd etasbuie to nobsudtxtatb oi eovtg I sideT 
.telamsi stow evi} to Juo ow? bos 2zalam s1sw etnsbuse 


I oldest 
x9@ yd edmebug2 Yo motsudizseid 






fa20T to 






2olsM 





aslamsT 





Table 2 
Distribution of Students by Home Location 


Group Number 2 Ot Total 


Edmonton or Calgary 7186 54.0 
Small City or Town* 3916 2955 


Village, Hamlet, Rural 2196 ee pe 





Total 13,298 100% 


*Small cities and towns as listed by the Department of 
Municipal Affairs 


Table 3 gives the distribution of students by age. The average age 
of all students was 20.8 years and the median age was 20.5. It is evident 
from the table that the largest concentration of students is in the eighteen, 
nineteen, twenty, and twenty-one year-old group. The fifteen and sixteen 
year-old students are mostly those who received high school bursaries to 
enable them to continue high school. It is interesting that 160 students, 
or 1.2%, were forty years of age or over. 


The marital status of the students is given in Table 4. More than 
four students out of five are single as might be expected, and about one 
student in eight is married. A very small proportion of the students are 
divorced, separated, or widowed. 
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Table 3 
Distribution of Students by Age 


Number % of Lotal 


30-34 
35-39 
40 and over 





Mean Age - 20.8 Median Age - 20.5 
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Table 4 
Distribution of Students by Marital Status 


Number %.OL Total 


Single 
Married 


Divorced 


Separated 


Widowed 





Table 5 gives the number and percentage of dependents of students. 
It should be noted that the dependents include wife, so that in most cases 
one dependent means no children, two dependents means one child, three 
dependents means two children, and so forth. Nearly nine out of ten students 
have no dependents, whereas one student in twenty is married with no child- 
ren. Just over three percent have one child and from there the percentages 
of students with two, three, four, and more children drop. off rapidly. 
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Table 5 
Distribution of Dependents, Including Wife 















Number 





No Dependents 8.7 
One i Pe 
Two 5 e3 
Three 1.4 
Four 0.8 
Five 0.4 
Six. Oe 
Seven O.1 
Eight _} 


Nine or more 


The distribution of students by post-secondary institution is 
given in Table 6. It is interesting to note that nearly half of 
the students were in attendance at the University of Alberta. One 
student in six was in attendance at the University of Calgary, one 
in thirteen at the Northern Alberta Institute of Technology, and 
one in thirty at each of the University of Lethbridge and at the 
Southern Alberta Institute of Techology. The three universities 
in Alberta account for 66.8% or two-thirds of the total student 
group receiving financial assistance. 
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Table 6 
Distribution of Students by Post-Secondary Institutions 


Institutions emiieero tal 


University of Alberta My ee 
University of Calgary . 16,9 
University of Lethbridge Zed 
3 
7 





Camrose Lutheran College OP 
Red Deer Junior College 0. 


Grande Prairie Junior College 0.4 
Lethbridge Junior College 0.5 
Medicine Hat Junior College 0.4 
Mount Royal Junior College P aK 
St. John's Junior College 0.3 


Southern Alberta Institute 

of Technology 3.0 
Northern Alberta Institute 

of Technology oad 


Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Fairview 

Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Olds 

Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Vermilion 


Commerical Schools Owl 
Schools of Nursing B.. 
Canadian Union College en 
High Schools (Bursaries) ke. 
Canadian Institutions - 

non-Alberta 4.6 
Non-Canadian Institutions | 


100% 
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The distribution of students by year of program is given in Table 7. 
It should be remembered that programs are variable in length, some runn- 
ing only one year, others up to four, five, or more years. However, 
taken as a total group, some two students out of five were in their first 
year, just over a quarter in their second year, and one student in five 
in the third year. 


Table 7 
Distribution of Students by Year of Program 











Year of Program Number *% OL Total 













First Year 


Second Year 
Third Year 2020 
Fourth Year 8.9 
Fifth and Later 

Year 0.5 
Special Students 1.9 


The next series of tables present data of a financial type, including 
summer earnings and savings. of students, parental income and contribution, 
and the types and the amounts of financial assistance received. The 
accumulated assistance of various types is_also given. 


Table 8 gives the distribution of summer earnings for the student 
group. The average summer earnings for this group was $810.00, with the 
range being from less than $100.00 to over $1500.00. Just over one 
student in ten earned more than $1500.00 during the summer. It should 
be noted that students who apparently worked for longer than a four or 
five month period were not included in these data. In addition students 
who applied for scholarship assistance only were not required to provide 
financial data of this type, and hence appeared in the zero summer 
earnings category. In calculating the average summer earnings. the zero 
category was not included. That is to say, only students who had reported 
some summer earnings were used in calculating the average level of summer 
earnings. 
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Table 8 
Distribution of Summer Earnings of Student Group* 







% of Total 





Average summer earnings - $810 


*This table does not include students who either had 
no summer earnings, or were not required to report their 
earnings, as for example, the scholarship applicants. 


Table 9 gives the distribution of summer savings and the overall 
average summer savings of $391.00 for the 8219 students who reported that 
they had summer savings. Unfortunately this table does not include approx- 
imately 500 students who reported summer earnings but no savings. It will 
be noted that in Table 8 there were 8761 students reporting summer earnings 
and in Table 9 8219 students reporting summer savings. As noted above, the 
zero category included not only those students who reported no summer sav- 
ings, but also those who were not required to provide this information. 
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because they were applying for scholarship assistance only. It is 
interesting however, to make a rough comparison of the average summer 
earning of $810.00 and the average summer saving of $391.00. The 
latter figure is just under fifty percent of the former. 


Table 9 
Distribution of Summer Savings 
of Total Student Group 


Over $801 
751 - 800 
701 750 
651 - 700 
601 650 


ee! 600 
S0d i= 550 
451 - 500 
401 - 450 
351 - 400 


301 - 350 
300 
250 
200 
150 


100 
50 


Average summer savings - $391.00 
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Table 10 gives the stated parental contribution toward education 
by parents. The average contribution here was $293.00 with the range 
running from under $100.00 to over $1000.00. More than one in five of 
the students stated that their parents were making a contribution of 
less than $100.00 to their education during the 1967-68 year. Another 
one in five were contributing between $100.00 and $200.00 and one in 
six between $200.00 and $300.00. Approximately one in six parents were 
contributing in excess of $500.00 to their children's education. 


Table 10 
Distribution of Parental Contribution of Student Group 





Average parental contribution - $293.00 


The distribution of gross parental income is given in Table 11. Only 
7556 of the students reported parental income. Students who were considered 
to be independent of the family or who were applying for scholarship assis- 
tance only were not required to provide this information. The :average 
parental income was just over $7000.00 with one parent in twenty earning 
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more than $15,000.00 and one parent in five earning less than $3000.00. 
The data here are for gross parental income and it should be remembered 
that the figures do not reflect the influence of expenses to be charged 
against this income. Thus, for example, a business proprietor might have 
over $200,000.00 in income and, say, $190,000.00 in expenses. The use 

of gross parental income: rather than net income has therefore resulted 
in a slight elevation of the overall average level of parental income. 

It should also be kept in mind that the figures reflect the total income 
of both parents in the cases where both parents are employed. 


Table 11 
Distribution of Gross Parental Income of Student Group 


Income % Of Total 



































Over $15,001 5.9 
14,001 - 15,000 7.2 
13,001 - 14,000 1.4 
12,001 - 13,000 2.0 
11,002 = 229000 3.5 
10,001 - 11,000 4.3 

9,001 - 10,000 6.8 

8,001 - 9,000 Suk 

7,001 - 8,000 10.4 

6,001 - 7,000 10.7 

5,001 - 6,000 13.8 

4,001 - 5,000 13.0 

3,001 - 4,000 8.1 

2,001 - 3,000 6.5 

1,001 - 2,000 a3 

1,000 1.0 






Average gross parental income - $7034.00 
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We move now to consideration of types and amounts of assistance 
received by students. Table 12 gives the distribution of scholarships 
granted during the 1967-68 year to some 2437 students. The average 
value of scholarships granted was just under $300.00 with close to two 
students in five receiving $100.00 or less. Included are all types of 
scholarships received by the students, both from the Queen Elizabeth 
Scholarship Fund and from other sources. 


Table 12 
Distribution of 1967-68 Scholarships of Student Group 






Wot Total 







Scholarships Number 










Over $1001 de 
901 = 1000 0.7 
S01 = 900 1.0 
701 - 800 3.4 
601 -.700 Jed 
501 - 600 3.8 
401 - 500 Lis 2 
301 - 400 Lied 
201 = 3300 9.3 
101. - 200 7.8 








100 





1 





Average scholarship - $298.00 





The distribution of grants is given in Table 13. The average 
grant was calculated at $208.00 with the largest number of grants being 
in the $251.00 to $300.00 range and the second largest number in the 
$51.00 to $100.00 range. Curiously, very few students obtained grants 
in the ranges of $301.00 to $350.00, $201.00 to $250.00, or $1.00 to $50.00, 
This may reflect a tendency of assessors to award grants of only certain 
values. 
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Table 13 
Distribution of 1967-68 Grants of Student Group 








Over $401 
351 - 400 
bu) = 3350 
Z2a1 = 300 






250 







200 
LUL +50 
Bl = 6100 
50 






Average grant - $208.00 


The distribution of Canada loans is shown in Table 14. Here 
9391 students obtained loans averaging $568.00 each. The largest 
number of students obtained loans in the range of $901.00 to $1000.00 
which certainly indicates that the Canada loan provisions are being 
maximally used in a great many instances. 
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Table 14 
Distribution of 1967-68 Canada Loans of Student Group 


Canada Loan Number ~ hb OL LOLaL 


Over $1001 


0.3 
901 =,1000 Aad 
8U1_. -, 900 7.4 
701 - 800 8.5 
601 - 700 8.4 


501 600 8.4 
401 - 500 10.3 
301 = 400 9.1 
201 - 300 9.9 
101 - 200 9.2 


1 100 5.4 





Total Bee 100% 


Average Canada Loans - $568.00 


Only 1541 students were granted provincial loans during the 1967-68 
year with the average loan being $486.00. Inspection of the table re- 
veals that the loans were distributed quite widely in value across the 
total student group receiving the loans. Two students in five received 
loans of over $500.00. One could speculate that these students would 
have been in very difficult circumstances had provincial loan monies 
not been available to them. The current policy is to make provincial 
loan monies available as a supplement to Canada loans. 
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Table 15 


Distribution of 1967-68 Provincial 
Loans of Student Group 


| Provincial Loan 





h® O£f¢Total 








Over $1001 
901 = 1000 
801 - 900 
70i>= 800 







601 - 700 










501 - 600 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
201 - 300 
200 










100 





Average Provincial Loan - $486.00 


Table 16 shows the distribution of bursaries of all types, including 
high school bursaries, received by students in the 1967-68 year. The 
average value of bursaries received was $168.00 with three students out 
of ten receiving bursaries valued between $51.00 and $100.00. Close to 
three-quarters of the bursaries were valued at $200.00 or less. 
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Table 16 
Distribution of 1967-68 Bursaries 
of Student Group 
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Average bursary - $168.00 


The total previous scholarships obtained by students is shown 
in Table 17. The average of the total previous scholarships is 
$420.00 with nearly two out of five of the students having obtained 
total scholarships of less than $200.00. Four students in five had 
accumulated scholarship monies in the value of $600.00 or less. 
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17. 


Table 17 
Distribution of Total Previous Scholarships, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Student Group 


Previous Scholarships ioGL LotaL 


Over $2001 

1801 - 2000 
1601 - 1800 
1401 - 1600 
1201 - 1400 


1001 1200 
801 1000 
601 800 
401 600 
201 400 


1 200 


Average previous scholarships - $420.00 





The accumulated grants prior to the 1967-68 year are shown in 
Table 18. The average total of grants received was just under $300.00 
with one student in three obtaining between $201.00 and $300.00. Only 
about one percent of the 3881 students had grants totalling more than 
$1000.00 in previous years. Special note should be taken here, how- 
ever, of the fact that these data are for students in all years of 
their programs. 
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Table 18 
Distribution of Previous Grants, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Student Group 





Previous Grants Number 7% of Total 
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Average previous grants - $297.00 


The distribution of total previous Canada loans is shown in Table 19. 
For the 4575 students who had previous loans the average loan was $712.00. 
Some four students out of five receiving Canada loans had accumulated 
prior loan debt of $1000.00 or less. Less than 3% had prior accumulated 
Canada loan debt of more than $2000.00. 
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Table 19 
Distribution of Total Previous Canada Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Student Group 







Previous 
Canada Loans 
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14.8 
17.2 
Lil 
14.9 


Average previous Canada loans - $712.00 


The distribution of total previous provincial loans is given in 
Table 20. The average of previous provincial loans was $679.00 with 
more than half of the students receiving previous provincial loans of 
$600.00 or less. 
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Table 20 
Distribution of Total Previous Provincial Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Student Group 










Previous 
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Average previous Provincial loans - $679.00 
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The distribution of total previous bursaries is given in Table 21. 
The average bursary received by the 460 students was just over $200.00. 
Three students out of five received a total previous bursaries of 
$200,007 or Tees. 


Table 21 
Distribution of Total Previous Bursaries, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Student Group 


Previous Bursaries ie toe ‘Wreyeel 


Over $1001 
901 - 1000 
801 - 900 
JO. mag 80.0 
601 - 700 


501 600 
401 500 
Sal 400 
201 300 
101 200 


1 100 


Average previous bursaries -$217.00 





Finally, Table 22 shows the distribution of total loans received 
both from the Canada Loan Fund and the Provincial Loan Fund and in- 
cluding the 1967-68 year. Over 10,000 students had received such loans 
to an average accumulated value of $962.00. Only 1.4% of the students 
had accumulated loan debt of more than $3000.00. Two thirds of them 
had accumulated debt of $1000.00 or less. 
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Table 22 
Distribution of Total Loans to Date, 
Including 1967-68 Loans 


Total Loans Jo OL sTotal: 
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Average accumulated loans - $962.00 
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Chapter II 


ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
TO MALES AND FEMALES 


Chapter I provides an analysis of financial assistance given to the 
total group of 13,298 students contained in the sample for the study. 
As noted in Table 1, three students out of five in the total group were 
males and two students out of five were females. This chapter provides 
a breakdown of the information by sex in order to make comparisons between 
males and females possible. 


The home location of these students is given in Table 23. A slightly 
higher proportion of males than females come from the large cities of 
Edmonton and Calgary and, correspondingly, a slightly higher percentage 
of females come from villages, hamlets, or rural areas. 


Table 23 
Distribution of Female and Male Students 
by Home Location 





Female Male 
Group 
Number % of Total Number “@ GL Total 

Edmonton or Calgary 2695 & Orc) 4491 36.0 
Small City or Town 1639 20.6 2277 28.7 
Village, Hamlet, 
Rural 1021 19.1 Lids 14.8 

Total ic ts: 100% 7943 100% 





The age distribution for male and female students is given in Table 24. 
The average age of males was 22.3 years whereas for the females it was 21.2 
years. In the case of both groups the ages nineteen, twenty, twenty-one, 
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Table 24 
Distribution of Female and Male Students by Age 
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Female Students: Median Age - 19.7 
Mean Age - 21.2 


Male Students: Median Age - 20.8 
Mean Age - 22.3 
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and twenty-two were the most strongly represented ages. Some 4.8% of the 
males were thirty years of age or older whereas only 3.7% of the females 
were in this age range. This difference becomes even more evident when 
one looks at the proportions of students twenty-five years of age or 
older. In the case of the males 17.5% were twenty-five years of age or 
older whereas in the case of females only 7.8% were in this age range. 
This tendency for the males to be older has had the effect of increasing 
their mean age by somewhat over one year compared to the female students. 
The differences here probably reflect the greater tendency of males to 
return for further education after having been out of school for some 
period of time. The male is still seen as the bread winner and therefore 
must plan his educational and occupational future more carefully than 

the female. The female is still able to manage with shorter term training 
because of her anticipated marriage prospects and need not to work to support 
the family. 


The distribution of the students by marital status is given in Table 25. 
As might be expected, a larger proportion of male students than female 
were married. Also, as might be expected, larger proportions of females 
than males fall in the categories of divorced, separated, or widowed. 
No doubt this reflects the need of these women to make adequate educational 
preparation for themselves in view of marital breakdown or as a result 
of having been widowed. 


Table 25 
Distribution of Female and Male Students 
by Marital Status 


Female Male 


Group 


Number y~ of Total Number % of Total 









Single 83.6 
Married Legit 
Divorced Ove 
Separated ik 
Widowed meet 






100% 
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26. 


Table 26 presents the data for the number of dependents of male 
and female students. As noted in Table 25 a larger proportion of 
females were single so it is not unexpected that a larger proportion 
of females had no dependents. A spouse is considered a dependent so 
that, for example, the 78 males who report four dependents had a wife 
and three children. The proportions of females with dependents-may 
have been reduced somewhat by a tendency of married female students 
who were supported by their husbands not to report their husbands 
and children as dependents. This would have the effect of reducing 
the numbers and proportions of dependents of the female students. 


Table 26 
Distribution of Number of Dependents 
of the Female and Male Student Groups 


\ 


No Dependents 
One 

Two 

Three 

Four 


Five 

Six 

Seven 

Eight 

Nine or more 
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27. 


The data for year of program are given in Table 27. Im general 
the proportions of males and females in each of the years are fairly 
comparable. 


Tables 
Distribution of Female and Male Students 
by Year of Program 


Female 
Year of Program 


Number Beer Lotal 


First Year 
Second Year 
Third Year 
Fourth Year 
Fifth and | 
Later Years 


Special Students 





The distribution of the male and female students by post-secondary 
institutions is given in Table 28. The proportions of males and females 
attending the universities and junior colleges were fairly comparable 
throughout. As might.be expected, larger proportions of males than 
females were attending the two technical institutions in Alberta and a 
much larger proportion of girls than boys were attending schools of 
nursing. It is interesting to note that proportionately almost twice 
as many girls as boys obtained high school bursaries and proportionately 
more boys than girls attended non-Canadian post-secondary institutions. 
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Table 28 
Distribution of Female and Male Students 
by Post-Secondary Institutions 













Male 


Female 





Institution 











Number peotatTota 1 















University of Alberta 46.3 
University of Calgary 16.9 
University of Lethbridge 2.4 
Camrose Lutheran College D3 
Red Deer Junior College 0.7 







Grande Prairie Junior 
College 
Lethbridge Junior College 
Medicine Hat Junior College 
Mount Royal Junior College 
St. John's Junior College 
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Southern Alberta Institute 
of Technology 
Northern Alberta Institute 
of Technology 
Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Fairview 
Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Olds 
Agricultural and Vocational 
College, Vermilion 
















Commerical Schools 
Schools of Nursing 
Canadian Union College 
High School (Bursaries) 
Canadian Institutions 
non-Alberta 









Non-Canadian Institutions 
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Table 29 gives the data for summer earnings of male and female 
students, with the average summer earnings of females being $576.00 
and that for the males being $931.00. It is evident that male students 
have much higher earning power during the summer than do female students. 
Just over 15% of the males were able to earn over $1500.00 whereas only 
3% of the females were in this category. At the lower end of the earning 
scale, $500.00 or less, were 46.3% of the females, or nearly half of 
them, and only 22.1% of the males, or less than one quarter. These 
data would certainly indicate the need to treat males and females 
differently when assessing summer earnings for the purpose of allocation 
of financial assistance. 


The next table, Table 30, gives the distribution of summer savings 
of the male and female students. Even though the summer earnings of 
males tends to be much higher than that of females, so also are their 
summer spendings!. The average summer savings of the males was only 
$131.00 more than the average savings of the female group. Unfort- 
unately this table does not include students who had summer earnings 
from which they saved nothing. As is noted in Chapter I, the zero 
category included not only those who failed to save anything from 
their summer earnings but also those who did not have to report this 
financial data because they were applying for scholarships only. Hence, 
it was not possible to use the zero category in calculations. 


Distribution of parental contributions to male and female students 
is shown in Table 31. The average parental contribution to females was 
$288.00 and to males was $298.00, or just $10.00 more. Inspection of 
the table reveals that the contribution of parents to sons and daughters 
were pretty comparable throughout the range of different contributions. 


We turn now to the gross parental income level of parents of male 
and female students. These data are found in Table 32. The average 
gross parental income of parents of male students tended to be slightly 
higher than that of female students, but the difference is really not 
appreciable. The proportions of parents of male and female students 
with varying levels of income appears to be fairly comparable throughout 
the distribution. 
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Table 29 
Distribution of Summer Earnings 
of Female and Male Student Groups* 


Earnings 
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Total 2980 100% aT OL 100% 


Average summer earnings: Female group - $576.00 
Male group - $931.00 


*This table does not include students who either had no summer 
earnings, or were not required to report their earnings, as for example, 
the scholarship applicants. 
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Table 30 
Distribution of Summer Savings 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


Female Male 
Savings 
Number % of Total % of Total 
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Average summer savings: Female group - $304.00 
Male group - $435.00 
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Table 31 
Distribution of Parental Contributions 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


Female Male 


&@ Of Total % of Total 
f 83 d 


Contribution 


Average parental contribution: Female group - $288.00 
Male group - $298.00 
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Table 32 
Distribution of Gross Parental Income 
of Female and Male Student Groups 







Female Male 





Income 





wiot Total 







Over $15,001 

14,001 - 15,000 
13,001 - 14,000 
12,001 - 13,000 
11,001 = 12,000 
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10,001 - 11,000 ie 
9,001 - 10,000 7.3 
8,001 - 9,000 8.7 
7,001 - 8,000 10.5 
6,001 - 7,000 10.5 
5,001 - 6,000 13.5 
4,001 - 5,000 12.7 
3,001 - 4,000 8.4 
2,001 - 3,000 6.3 
1,001 - 2,000 2.9 

1*-279600 181 







Average gross parentla income: Female group - $6,992.00 
Male groups - $7,073.00 
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We turn now to information regarding the allocation of various 
types of assistance to male and female students. Tables 33 through 
37 give data on scholarships, grants, Canada loans, provincial loans, 
and bursaries allocated to students during the 1967-68 year. 


The female students on the average obtained slightly higher 
scholarships and slightly lower grants than did the male students as 
revealed in Tables 33 and 34. As rewealed in Tables 35 and 36, the 
male-female difference was greater when both Canada and provincial 
loans are considered. Here the male students on the average obtained 
considerably higher loans both from the Canada Student Loan Fund and 
from the Provincial Loan Fund. The average Canada loan to male students 
was $601.00 and to female students was $515.00. The average provincial 
loan to male students was $514.00 and to female students $402.00. The 
average bursaries, largely high school bursaries, obtained by male and 
female students were quite comparable as seen from Table 37. The average 
female bursary was $162.00 and the average male bursary was $174.00. 


Table 33 
Distribution of 1967-68 Scholarships 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


Scholarships 
Over $1001 
901 - 1000 


1.5 

; 0.6 

801 900 ‘ dds 
3.6 

ae | 





7UL = 800 
601 700 


501 - 600 | ‘ 13.4 
500 . i. | 
301 - 400 : re ee 
300 : 9.5 
200 : 8.2 


100 | 36.7 


1106 100% Load 100% 


Average 1967-68 scholarship: Female group - $302.00 
Male group: - $295.00 
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Table 34 
Distribution of 1967-68 Grants 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


eS Ee 


% GE Total 








Number &@ OL Téetal Number 
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Average 1967-68 grant: Female group - $200.00 
Male group: - $215.00 
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Table 35 
Distribution of 1967-68 Canada Loans 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


Over $1001 
Sui. = 1000 
801 900 
701 - 800 
601 - 700 


501 600 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
201 300 
101 200 


1 100 


Average 1967-68 Canada Loans: Female group - $515.00 
Male group - $601.00 
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Table 36 
Distribution of 1967-68 Provincial Loans 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


Female 


Number % of, Total Number > @£, lotal 


Provincial Loan 


Over $1001 
904) -..1000 
801 900 
701) -.800 
601 700 


501 600 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
2021 =. 300 
10d). =. 200 


i 100 


Average 1967-68 Provincial Loans: Female group - $402.00 
Male group; - $514.00 
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Table . 37. 
Distribution of 1967-68 Bursaries 
of Female and Male Student Groups 


frame 
Bursary 
22 














hb OL) Total 








Average 1967-68 bursary: Female group - $162.00 
Male group - $174.00 
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Tables 38 through 42 provide comparable data for the total of 
previous assistance received, 1966-67 and earlier. The average total 
scholarships for girls was slightly higher than for fellows whereas 
the average grants were slightly higher for males. The average total 
previous Canada loans and provincial loans were both somewhat higher 
for males than for females. The same is true for total previous 
bursaries with the male average bursary being $242.00 and the females 
being $194.00 


Table 38 
Distribution of Total Previous Scholarships, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Female and Male Student Groups 


Female Male 


Total Previous 


Scholarships 
Number > offTotal Number >» OL fetal 





Total 590 100% 858 100% 


Average total previous scholarships: Female group - $435.00 
Male group - $410.00 
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Table 39 
Distribution of Total Previous Grants, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Female and Male Student Groups 









Female Male 
Total Previous 
Grants 
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NON FAN 


.8 #80 
oe) 6.3 
8 1345 
70 $243 
) 1935 
0 1107 


1617 7. 100% 2264 100% 


Average total previous grants: Female group - $284.00 
Male group - $306.00 
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Table 40 
Distribution of Total Previous Canada Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Female and Male Student Groups 


| 1 | 













Total Previous 
Canada Loans 
% of Total 
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Average total previous Canada Loans: Female group - $616.00 
Male group - $763.00 
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Table 41 
Distribution of Total Previous Provincial Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Female and Male Student Groups 


Female | Male 
Total Previous 


Provincial Loans | 
Number VOL TTota l Number AOOLTTIC£al 


—— O32 
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Average total previous Provincial Loans: Female group - $565.00 
Male group - $705.00 
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43. 
Table 42 


Distributdon of Total Previous Bursaries, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Female and Male Student Groups 





Female Male 
Total Previous 


Bursaries 
Number b& OL ‘Total Number peoe. Lote lL 


Over $1001 4 


Ze3 
901 - 1000 D2 
801 900 1.3 
701 800 Disa 
601 = 700 0.9 


501 600 . 1.4 
BOL. = 500 : 6.4 
301 - 400 : RR 
201 300 : 1337 
LOTeer 200 ? 28.9 


i 100 : 2903 





Total 242 100% 218 100% 


Average total previous bursaries: Female group - $194.00 
Male group - $242.00 





The final table, Table 43, gives the distribution of total loans 
received by male and female students from both the Canada Loan Fund and 
the Provincial Loan Fund and including the 1967-68 year. Here the average 
accumulated loan to males was $1050.00 whereas to females it was only 
$808.00, or more than $200.00 less. This difference is probably due in 
part to the fact that a greater number of male students were married and had 
larger financial commitments. It is interesting to note that only one 
student had total accumulated debt of $7500.00 or more and this was a 
male. Only 2.4% of the females had accumulated debt of more than $2500.00 
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whereas 6.9% of the males had debt of this amount. This latter figure 
really represents one student in fourteen of those students who had 
received loan monies. Considering the large numbers of students in 
post-secondary institutions who have apparently received no loans at 
all, this proportion is certainly not high. It cannot reasonably be 
stated that large numbers of students are becoming very seriously 

in debt through provisions of the Canada Students Loan and Provincial 
Loan Fund. 


Table 43 
Distribution of Total Loans to Date, 
Including 1967-68 Loans, to Female and Male Student Groups 
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Average accumulated loans: Female group - $808.00 
Male group - $1050.00 
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Chapter III 


ANALYSIS OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 
BY HOME LOCATION 





We turn now to an analysis of the financial and other information 
by home location. As is noted in Table 2-in Chapter I, just over half 
of the Students who received financial assistance in the 1967-68 year 
lived in either Edmonton or Calgary. Just under 30% lived in a-small 
city or town and the remaining one student in six lived in villages, 
hamlets, and on farms. Table 44 provides a breakdown of these data 
by home location and sex. The proportion of males is greatest in the 
large city group and smallest in the village, hamlet, and rural group. 


Table 44 


Distribution of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City. and 
Town Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students by Sex 














Edmonton and Small City and 


Village, Hamlet, 
Calgary Town 


and Rural 


Number book Number % OF Number 
(koe vil otal 

Male 4491 62.5 2277 book LL S 

Female 2695 3755 1639 41.9 1021 


Total 7186 100% 100% 2196 


Table 45 provides a distribution of the students from the various 
home locations by age. The average age of the students decreases slightly 
from the Edmonton and Calgary student group, whose mean age was 21.3 years, 
to the village, hamlet, or rural group, whose mean age ‘was 20,0 years. 
Examination of the table reveals that 5% of students from Edmonton and Cal- 
gary were. thirty years of age or older, whereas only 2.2% of the students 
from villages, hamlets or rural areas were in this group. At the lower 
age ranges only 2% of the Edmonton and Calgary group were in the sixteen 
year or younger group, whereas 6.2% of the rural group were in this range. 
As revealed in Table 58, proportionately larger numbers of rural, hamlet, 
and village students received high school bursaries than was’true for 
students from the larger cities. On the other hand proportionately more 
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46. 


students of thirty years of age or older in cities took up their education 
again and pursued it with the aid of financial assistance. 


Table 45 
Distribution of Edmonton and Calgary Students: Small City and Town 
Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students by Age 
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Edmonton or Calgary group: Mean age - 21.3 Median age - 19.7 
Small city or town group: Mean age - 20.5 Median age - 19.2 
Village, hamlet and rural group: Mean age - 20.0 Median age - 18.7 
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The marital status of students by home location is given in Table 46. 
As might be expected, a larger proportion of students from small cities 
and towns, and from villages and hamlets and rural areas than from large 
cities were single. This was probably a fuction of married students who 
gave Edmonton or Calgary as their address since they were now indépendent 
of their families who may well have lived elsewhere in the province. Most 
divorced, separated, and widowed students indicated Edmonton or Calgary 
as their address. This too is expected since they were likely to indicate 
their home address as the place where they were living. 


Table 46 
Distribution of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town 
Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students by Marital Status 


Edmonton and | Small City and | Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 


| Number | | Number | Number 


Single 
Married 
Divorced 
Separated 
Widowed 





Table 47 provides corresponding data for the number of dependents 
of students. The vast majority of students had no dependents because 
they were single and, as expected a larger proportion of Edmonton and 
Calgary students had dependents because a larger proportion of them 
were married. The spouse is considered a dependent in this study. 
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Table 47 
Distribution of Dependents of Edmonton and Calgary Students; 
Small City and Town Students; and Village 
Hamlet and Rural Students 
















| Village, Hamlet 
and Rural 


Edmonton and 
Calgary 


Small City 
Town 





Number % Of 
otal! 


Number Number 







No depend- | 















ents 94.9 
One er) 
Two 14.5 
Three OG, 7 
Four 0,3 
Five Opes 
Six Oh dk 
Seven — 
Eight OyZ 

Nine or 






more 





The next table, Table 48, gives the distribution of students by 
post-secondary institution. Here there are obvious differences in the 
proportions of students from various home locations who were attending different 
institutions. Half of the students from Edmonton and Calgary were 
attending the University of Alberta in Edmonton, whereas, approximately 
43% of the students from small cities and towns, and from villages, hamlets 
and rural areas were in attendance at this institution. Just under a 
quarter of the students from Edmonton and Calgary were attending the 
University of Calgary, whereas only one student in ten from small cities 
and towns and from villages, hamlets, and rural areas were in attendance 
at that institution. As might be expected, almost all of the students 
at the University of Lethbridge came from small cities and towns, and 
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from>villages, hambets,eandsrural.arneas.. This was \true. also of the junior 
colleges throughout the province with the exception of Mount Royal Junior 
College in Calgary. Even though the technical institutions are located in 
the two large cities proportionately smaller percentages of students from 
these cities than from other home locations attended these institutions. 
The largest proportion of students at the Northern Alberta Institute of 
Technology came from villages, hamlets, and rural areas. In the case of 
the Southern Alberta Institute of Technology a slightly higher percentage 
came from small cities and towns with approximately the same proportions 
coming from the large cities and from villages, hamlets, and rural areas. 
The data for schools of nurginglis! similar to that,for the technical 
schools. That is to say, larger proportions of these students in these 
institutions came from small cities and towns and from villages, hamlets, 
and rural areas. High school bursary students were distributed to a much 
higher proportion in villages, hamlets, and rural areas than in the other 
two home locations. The proportions varied from just over 12% for the 
villages, hamlets, and rural areas to just over 4% for the large cities. 
Students attending other Canadian institutions were distributed approx- 
imately evenly across home locations whereas students attending non- 
Canadian institutions more typically came from small cities and towns than 
from the cities of Edmonton and Calgary. 


The distribution of students by year of program is given in Table 49. 
Slightly higher percentages of students from small cities and towns and 
from villages, hamlets, and rural areas were in their first year whereas 
proportionately more students from Edmonton and Calgary were in senior 
years, This was probably a function, in part, of the fact. that junior 
colleges offered only the first two years of academic work. 
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Table 49 
Distribution of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town 
Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students by Year of Program 















Edmonton and 
Calgary 


_Small City and 
Town 


Village, Hamlet 
and Rural 









Year of 
Program 











First Year 930 42.3 
Second: Year 622 28.5 
Third Year 418 19.0 
Fourth Year 166 ey 
Fifth and 

later years 12 U2 






Special Student 





The distribution of 1967-68 summer earnings is given in Table 50. 
The average summer earnings was largest for students resident in the 
large cities, and nearly equal for students from small cities and towns 
and from villages, hamlets, and rural areas. Some 36.4% of students 
from Edmonton and Calgary earned over $1000.00. The corresponding 
percentages for small cities and towns and for villages, hamlets, 
and rural areas was 29.5% and 26.5% respectively. This discrepancy 
was probably a function of greater job opportunities and higher. salaries 
and wages in the larger cities than in small cities, towns, and rural 
areas. Also it may be that students resident in the large cities had> 
more connections and assistance’ in finding: jobs than did students” from 
other areas. 
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Table 50 
Distribution of 1967-68 Summer Earnings of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students* 





Edmonton and Small City and Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Earnings 






Number mot Number Zloft 
Total 


Number 
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4898 100% 2633 100% 1230 100% 


Average summer earnings: Edmonton and Calgary group - $842.00 
Small city and town group - $766.00 
Village, hamlet: and rural group - $777.00 





*This table does not include students who either had no summer earnings, 
or were not required to report their earnings, as for example, the scholar- 
ship applicants. 
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Interestingly enough the average summer savings of students were 
quite comparable by home location as revealed in Table 51. Those who 
tended to earn more did not..tend tovsave ‘more. A-factor here, may have*been 
higher tiving’costs in the-latge.cities. 


Table 51 
Distribution of 1967-68 Summer Savings of Edmonton and Calgary Students; 
Small City and Town Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 











Edmonton and Small City and | Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Savings 
Number | aor Number Number | &Z% of 
Total Total 






Over $801 








Joti -=800 
7007 --750 
G50) ==700 
6027 --650 










Jot 600 
JOE -=550 
451 - 500 
401 - 450 
3517 -~400 





















301 350 





Average summer savings: Edmonton and Calgary group - $388.00 
Small city and town group - $399.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $387.00 
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54. 


The parental contribution to education costs is given in Table 52. 
Again the average contribution by parents was comparable for each of the 
three home locations. 


Table 52 
Distribution of 1967-68 Parental Contribution of Edmonton 
and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; and 
Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 










Small City and 
Town 


Village, Hamlet 
and Rural 


Edmonton and 
Calgary 










Contribution 


Number Number OL 





Number 


1352 
9.6 | 
18.1 | 
2288 1 
2 
Total 1665 100% 1592 100% 949 | 100% 


Average parental contribution; Edmonton and Calgary group - $292.00 
Small city and town group - $297.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $289.00 


Table 53 provides data on the gross parental incomes. The income 
level of parents in villages, hamlets, and rural areas tended ::to be-a’ little 
higher than that for parents of students in Edmonton and Calgary. Examination 
of proportions of students whose parents earned over $15,000.00 revealed 
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proportionately three times as many parents of students from villages, 
hamlets, and rural areas as from Edmonton and Calgary. There was also 
a higher proportion of low income: families from villages, hamlets, and 
rural areas than from the large centres. 


Table 53 
Distribution of 1967-68 Gross Parental Income of Edmonton 
and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 







Edmonton and 
Calgary 


Small City and | Village, Hamlet | 
Town and Rural 
Gross Parental 

Income 


Over $15,001 

14,001 - 15,000 
13,001 - 44,000 
12yOOT 1213, 000 
11,001 - 12,000 


10,001 - 11,000 
9,001 - 10,000 
8,001 - 9,000 
7,001 - 8,000 
6,001 - 7,000 


5,001 - 6,000 
4,001 - 5,000 
3,001 - 4,000 
2 7001 1283 ,000 
1,001 - 2,000) | 79 


ih - 15000 


28 0.8 : <a 
Total 3052 100% 2472 100% 1532 100% 


Average gross parental income: Edmonton and Calgary group - $6,931.00 
Small city and town group - $7,102.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $7,164.00} 
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56. 


Tables 54 through 58 provide data on scholarships, grants, loans, 
and bursaries granted during the 1967-68 year. Table 54 reveads that 
the average value of scholarships was greater for students from villages, 
hamlets, and rural areas than from Edmonton and Calgary. The average 
value of scholarships to students from small cities and towns was only 
slightly smaller than that for students from villages, hamlets, and rural 
areas. 


Table 54 
Distribution of 1967-68 Scholarships of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; and 
Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 


Edmonton and Small City and Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 


Number aah Number 
oma 





Scholarships 


















Over $1001 


901 = 1000 
801 - 900 
701 - 800 


601 = 700 














501 = 600 
401 - 500 





301 - 400 ‘ : 
201.- 200 : 67 105 
LOL ~ 200 ; 38 Ds 


1 100 623 42.6 | 190 28a 7 82 26,2 
Total | 1461 100% 100% | Bi 3 100% 
Average scholarship: Edmonton and Calgary group - $259.00 


Small city and town group - $348.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $377.00 
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The distribution of grants'\is given in Table 55. There was little 
difference in average grant from one home location to another suggesting 
an absence of bias on the allocation of grants in favour of one home 
location over another. However, there was some difference in the average 
value of Canada loans from one home location to another; with the average 
being some $60.00 less for Edmonton and Calgary students than for students 
from other home locations. (See Table 56) This difference is not sur- 
prising, however, in that many students from Edmonton and Calgary were able 
to live at home and hence more cheaply than those who had to find room 
and board accommodation for themselves in the city. 


Table 55 
Distribution of 1967-68 Grants of Edmonton and Calgary Students; 
Small City and Town Students; and Village, 
Hamlet and Rural Students 





Edmonton and | Small City and Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Grant 






Number | hb OF 






Number 








Ahoyinay il 
Over S401 0.9 
351 - 400 7.9 
S301 7-7 350 aes i| 
Y 25 35 Ot 
G4 
14.8 | 
IES} 7/ 
co 
0.9 | 
Lota 3300 | LOOAme 1822 LOO 1003 100% | 


Average. grant: Edmonton and Calgary group - $205.00 
Small city and town group - $215.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $207.00 





NE 


efsil eaw Stadt | .22 ofdet ai nevig al sioe%g To 

giikiesggue terjcas of noktesol omod enc mir) Jonge 9) 

omod. so 46 1wove? ot edaatp Io noldeoo!ts ary 9 @ 

ogatsve did ot s2aetekith smee eeu stéda tovewo .16iJons 
sgéteve off Adiw ;xerliens 02 aoriconl sword smo moat aneal ebeeso Zo sulev 

sinebuse tol nedy etrobute etagind bas modnomba wed yap 00.08 gtthed 7 

-tue jot 8t sonetedlrb eld (@@ sldaT oo%) <enoiteool smod sero moms : 
eids sxsw yrsgisd bus aodnomba mos? eimebpse Yaka jena oi ,tevewod ,gnielzq 
moor bet of bed ode saodd matty yfgests orem soned bas gmod te evil as 
vain afd ol eavisemetd 10% noldebomnboos byeod brs 






cé sfdat : 
‘ejnabuse ytagiad bre notiombl to esnpr0 §e-f8e!l to nolsudirsekd 
‘opatiiyY bar ;2anebys? neel ban goto Dieme 
aymobuze Ianud ban tefmall 








ee te ee 





jolieH ,ogelirv big ¥2tO Ilene bos noanomba 
lsivus base awor yisgied 







to J 
(isjol 


ta X todmu to. ¥ rodmiuM 
[ptol fetot 






“7m oo 
a re. 






=? 
re 





“oOo +t 


et 


58. 


Table 56 
Distribution of 1967-68 Canada Loans of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; and 
Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 










Edmonton and 
Calgary 


Small City and 
Town 


Village, Hamlet 
and Rural 
Canada 
Loan 












Number Number Number | &% of 





Total 
Over $1001 0.1 
901 - 1000 24.3 
801 - 900 10.9 
701 - 800 oa 
601 700 9.1 














501 600 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
20-300 
101 - 200 










de 0 
E 


SUL Oil 137 4.8 | OL 
Average Canada Loan: Edmonton and Calgary group - $539.00 


Small city and town group - $603.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $607.00 


The average provincial loans were somewhat higher for students from 
Edmonton and Calgary and from villages, hamlets, and rural areas than for 
students from small cities and towns. The differences were not great, how- 
ever, and were probably attributable to two factors: larger numbers of 
married students in the large cities who had. to borrow more money than 
single students, and the greater costs for students from villages, hamlets, 
and rural areas who had to live elsewhere while attending a post-secondary 
institution. 
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Table 57 
Distribution of 1967-68 Provincial Loans of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; and 
Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 


Edmonton and | Small City and | Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 

| Provincal 
| Loan 













Number Number Number | <% of 


























Abyeyreveule 

Over $1001 404, 
901 - 1000 13.2 
801 - 900 9.2 
701 - 800 57 
601 - 700 6.2 
501 - 600 Bar 
401 - 500 10.6 
301 - 400 9.7 
201 - 300 8.4 
101 - 200 162 
1 - 100 11.0 
Total B61 a), 100%... B55 thee 100% 227. | 100% 


Average Provincial Loan: Edmonton and Calgary group - $498.00 
Small city and town group - $461.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $488.00 


a ——————————————————————— 


The distribution of bursary assistance is given in Table 58. Here 
there was a tendency for students from small cities. and towns to receive 
somewhat larger bursaries than those from the large cities or from 
villages, hamlets, and rural areas. Bursaries from all sources are 
included in this table; no distinction is made between high school bursaries 
and other kinds of bursaries. 
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Table 58 
Distribution of 1967-68 Bursaries of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; and 
Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 









Edmonton and 
Calgary 


Small City and 
Town 


Village, Hamlet 
and Rural 
Bursary 


Numberhel> ~% Of of) Numbeuhal 4 of 
Total 


Number 











Over $501 


451 - 500 
401 - 450 
350. --400 


301 350 















252 300 
2009-4250 
Loti -=200 
LOGP~=150 
100 





Le-859 1/22 


Average bursary: Edmonton and Calgary group - $167.00 
Small city and town group - $185.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $157.00 


Tables 59 through 63 give data on assistance of various types 
accumulated up through and including the 1966-67 year. Table 59 reveals 
that the average accumulated scholarships of village, hamlet, and rural 
students -was greatest, with the figure. for Edmonton and Calgary students 
being about $100.00 less. Accumulated scholarships granted to students 
from small cities and towns were only slightly lower than. those for. the 
village, hamlet, and rural students. Total previous grants are shown 
in Table 60. The total grants were quite comparable for students from each 
of the three home locations. Inspection of the table reveals little 
difference among the three groups throughout the range of grants accumulated 
from $1.00 to over $1500.00 
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Table 59 
Distribution of Total Previous Scholarships, 1966-67 and earlier, 
of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 















Small City and 
Town 


Village, Hamlet | 
and Rural 


Edmonton and 
Calgary 






Total Previous 
Scholarships 






Number 


Average total previous scholarships: 


Edmonton and Calgary group - $387.00 
Small city and town group - $463.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $484.00 
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Table 60 
Distribution of Total Previous Grants, 1966-67 and earlier, of 
- Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 


Edmonton and | Small City and Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Total Previous | 
Grants 









Number | &% of } Number | % of 
Total Total 
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ne 6.6 
401 en 6.0 | 
301 - 400 12.8 Ld ea| 
201 - 300 | S340 SEOs) 
101 - 200 20.3 28558) 


— 
oO 
cS 





1 - 100 PAGw a ST oe |) UlOse |) ache : 3 
Total 21660 |) 1007 1099 | 100% | 616 | 100% | 
Average previous grants: Edmonton and Calgary group - $299.00 


Small city and town group - $294.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $297.00 








Tables 61 and 62 provide data on Canada and provincial loans accumulated 
by students from the three home locations. Here the average accumulated 
Canada loans for village, hamlet, and rural students was $771.00 whereas 
that for Edmonton and Calgary students was $667.00, or just over $100.00 
less. The figure for students from small cities and towns was only slightly 





Se . 


00 sldelT 
isilime bie VO-B00L , stand! Quetverd Teast) gee 
etosbuse awoT bre ytto [lem@ patwer usd y7og is bae tie 
ainsbut@ ibicA bas Joined ape lit¥ bas 












isimsi ,syalliv¥ | brits vii Liaad brie nojnombs 
LAtun bos rwor yrsgl so : 
| ! euotyetd [adel 
i esnevo 
to & ~sdmou 


levoT 


etl t 


> Pea tT 


G2. 


lower than that for village, hamlet, and rural students. These figures 

bear the same relation to each other as those in Table 56 which provides the 
distribution of 1967-68 Canada loans. A definite difference shows up however 
in Table 62 which shows the distribution of previous provincial loans. Here 
the students from village, hamlet, and rural areas have borrowed substantially 
more money than have students from either of the other two home locations. 
This information is not consistent with that shown in Table 57 which provides 
the distribution of provincial loans for the 1967-68 year.only. In that 

year students from Edmonton and Calgary on the average borrowed slightly more 
from the Provincial Loan Fund than did students from villages, hamlets, 

and rural areas. 


The total of previous bursaries is given in Table 63. The average 
value of bursaries-for Edmonton and Calgary students was comparable to 
that for students from small cities and towns. Average bursaries received 
by students from villages, hamlets, and rural areas were somewhat lower. 


The final table, Table 64, gives the distribution of total accumulated 
loans to date from both the Provincial and Canada Loan Funds and including 
the 1967-68 year. The average accumulated loans for students from villages, 
hamlets, and rural areas was $1002.00, for students from small cities and 
towns was $986.00, and for students from Edmonton and Calgary was $936.00. 
The difference of about $60.00 between accumulated loans of students from 
villages, hamlets, and rural areas and students from Edmonton and Calgary 
is not really very substantial but is in the expected direction. 
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Table 61 
Distribution of Total Previous Canada Loans, 1966- 67 and earlier, 
of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town 
Students; and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 


Edmonton and Small City and | Village, Hamlet |! 
Calgary | Town and Rural 
Total Previous ~ __ | 6 Ril se 
Canada Loans | | 
Number | % of Number % of WGiebtambers (f% of 
Total Total | | Total | 
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5 2 0.4 
4 .6 0.4 
6 2 O27 
5 4 0.8 
4 L7 O57 
8 5 Bod 
0 .5 2.6 
3 0 %.0 
3 4 4.0 
7 .0 4.6 
6 & re eS 
-OF | 6 19.3 
oo | 0 oy goat 
4) | 8 Lo 
ay Fi 10.0 





2489 | 100% 1364) |oomi0o% (10s 721 ipen1b07 | 


Average previous Canada Loans: Edmonton and Calgary group ~ $667.00 
Small city and town group - $764.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $771.00 
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Table 62 
Distribution of Total Previous Provincial Loans, 1966-67 and earlier, 
of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 





Edmonton and Small City and | Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Total Previous 


Provincial | | | | 
Loans te OF Number | % of iumMumber 2ioz of 
Total Total | | | Total 
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Average previous Provincial Loans: 


Edmonton and Calgary group - $663.00 
Small city and town group - $664.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $765.00 
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Table 63 
Distribution of Total Previous Bursaries, 1966-67 and earlier, 
of Edmonton and Calgary Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 





Edmonton and Small City and | Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Total Previous 
Bursaries 












| Number | % OL 
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1 100 33.3 





Average previous bursaries: Edmonton and Calgary group ~- $228.00 
Small city and town group - $232.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $189.00 | 
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Table 64 
Distribution of Total Loans to Date of Edmonton and Calgary 
Students; Small City and Town Students; 
and Village, Hamlet and Rural Students 


Edmonton and Small City and Village, Hamlet 
Calgary Town and Rural 
Accumulated 
Loans 

Number | % of Number 


Total 
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Total 5555 100% 3150 100% 1657 100% 


Average accumulated loans: Edmonton and Calgary group - $936.00 
Small city and town group - $986.00 
Village, hamlet and rural group - $1002.00 
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Chapter IV 


ANALYSIS OF FINANCTAL ASSISTANCE BY MARITAL STATUS 


As revealed in Table 4, on page 4, the vast majority of students re- 
ceiving financial assistance were single. Only one student in eight was 
married and an additional one student in 100 was divorced, separated, or 
widowed. The number of divorced, separated and widowed students was so 
small - 109 in all - that they were not included in the analyses presented 
in this chapter. Table 65 gives the distribution of single and married 
Students by sex. Of the total single students, three in five were males 
and of the total married students four out of five were males. 


Table 65 
Distribution of Single and Married Students by Sex 


a ee ee 
Group 
Number yho okt a heymcal Numb er i ob Loral 


Males 6641 d T2797 
Females 4921 42.6 
Total Llgooe 100% 1,627 100% 


The home locations of the single and married students are given in 
Table 66. Half of the single students reside in Edmonton or Calgary where- 
as almost three quarters of the married students reside in these two cities. 
The higher proportion of married students residing in Edmonton and Calgary 
very likely reflects the fact that married students tend to give their home 
address as the place where they are living, whereas single students are 
more likely to give the address of their parents. 







On the average, married students are somewhat older than single 
students as revealed in Table 67. It will be noted from the table that 
290 married students out of the total of 1,627 were thirty years of age 
or older. This represents 17.8% of the total married group. By contrast 
only 137, or 1.2% of the single group were aged thirty or over. 
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Table 66 
Distribution of Single and Married 
Home Location 


Students by 69. 


POL LOtAL 


5898 


Edmonton or 
Calgary 


1917, 


small City or 3602 


Town 


303 


2062 


11,562 


Village, Hamlet, 
Rural 


127 


i220 
18.6 
728 


Table 68 gives the distribution of number of dependents of single and 





married students. As expected, almost all of the single students have 

no dependents. Surprisingly 16.5% of the married students indicated that 
they had no dependents. This group consists almost entirely of married 
female students who did not claim their husbands and children as dependents. 
Two out of five of the married students have no children, one-quarter 
have one child, and one in twenty-five have four or more children. 


The distribution of students in institution by marital status is given 
in Table 69. The percentages of the single and married students attending 
each institution varies little, with close to half of both groups in 
attendance at the University of Alberta. 


Table 70 gives the distribution of single and married 
of program. A much larger proportion of single students 
students was in the first year and proportionately fewer 
fourth years. These differences are probably the result 
of students marrying part way through their programs. 


students by year 
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Table 67 'kOF 
Distribution of Single and Married Students by Age 


a ee 
Number -% of Total Ot Total 


LL : 3 











Single Students Married Students 
Median Age 19.8 Median Age 23.6 
Mean Age 19:1 Mean Age 25.7 
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Table 68 
Distribution of Number of Dependents Th 
of Single and Married Groups 


Married 


Number Yao ie hota 1 tose “Merzel, 
: 268 16.5 


dependents 
One 


Two 
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Table 70 
Distribution of Single and Married Students rey 
by Year of Program 


Number jp OlGeelOie all: Number Tei lotta l 
Cay T 2056 





Year of 
Program 














First year 






MESS) 28.4 





Second year 









Third year Lo; ee a 








Fourth year 1956 








Fifth and 
later years 


Special Student 


The distribution of summer earnings and savings are given in 
Tables 71 and 72. The earnings of the married students were, on the 
average, considerably above those for the single students; this is 
probably a function of greater experience and qualifications for 
employment possessed by the married students. The married students 
also tended to save more money than did the single students, though 
not in proportion to the difference in the earnings. 


Only 106 of the 1,627 married students reported that their parents 
were contributing to their education as detailed in Table 73. Approx- 
imately 4100 of the 11,562 single students were receiving parental 
support. As expected the average level of parental support to married 
students was greater than that to single students. 


Only a few married students reported the gross income of their 
parents so comparison with the income levels of parents of single stu- 
dents is not justified. Table 74 presents the data. 
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Table 71 74. 
Distribution of Summer Earnings of Single and Married 
Student Groups 


Single Married 


Earnings 


Over $1501 

1401 1500 
1301 1400 
1201 1300 
1101 1200 


1001 1100 
901 1000 
801 900 
701 800 

700 


600 
500 
400 
300 
200 





Average summer earnings: single group - $ 771 
married group - $1116 


* This table does not include students who either had no summer 
earnings, or were not required to report their earnings, as for 
example, the scholarship applicants. 
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Table 7.2 


Distribution of Summer Savings of Single 
and Married Student Groups 





Savings 










Over S801 







751 - 800 
701 - 750 
651 - 700 






650 







600 





Average summer savings : single group -$388 
married group - $424 
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Table 73 TO 
Distributzvon of Parental’ Contribution of 
Single and Married Student Groups 


ee | ee 
Contribution 
Number % oc ikeyecul ior Voral 























Over $900 
801 - 900 
701 - 800 
601 - 700 


501 600 








401 500 





301 - 400 
201 - 300 
101 = 200 


1 





Average parental contribution: single group - $289 
married group - $421 







Tables 75 through 79 provide data on scholarships, grants, loans, 
and bursaries received during the 1967-68 year. Married students re- 
ceived significantly larger scholarships, loans, and bursaries than did single 
students but the level of grants received was comparable. 
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Table 74 Li 
Distribution of Gross Parental Income of 
Single and Married Student Groups 


ee ee 
Income 
Numb er i OL TOtal Number ea ope 


Over $15,001 

14,001° -- 15,000 
13,001 - 14,000 
12,001 - 13,000 
11,001 12,000 












otal: 
ony 
























10,001 - 11,000 
9001 - 10,000 
8001 - 9000 
7001 - 8000 
6001 7000 












5001 6000 
4001 - 5000 
3001 - 4000 
2001 - 3000 
1001 2000 














1000 





Average gross parental income: single group - $7039 
married group - $5933 
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Table 75 Tos 
Distribution of 1967-68 Scholarships of 
Single and Married Student Groups 


ee ee 
Scholarship 
6 3 aki ‘ a ics 


Over $1001 



















901 - 1000 
801 - 900 
701 - 800 


601 










501 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
201 







Average scholarship: single group - $287 
married group - $398 
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Tabler76 79. 
Distribution of 1967-68 Grants of Single 
and Married Student Groups 



















Over $401 
351 - 400 
SUL == 350 
291 = 300 


201 





bot 
101 


Average grant: single group - $207 
married group - $216 
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Over $1001 
901 - 1000 


801 
701 
601 


501 
401 
301 
201 
101 


900 
800 
700 


600 
500 
400 
300 
200 
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Table 77 
Distribution of 1967-68 Canada Loans of 
Single and Married Student Groups 


Numb er dy Wie Akonecwl 


Average Canada Loan : single group - $543 


married group - $/06 


* Of Total 


80. 
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Table 78 81. 
Distribution of 1967-68 Provincial Loans 
of Single and Married Student Groups 


a 
Provincial 
Loan 

Number OL otal Number 7 Of Mocal 


Over $1001 
901 - 1000 
801 900 
701 800 
601 700 


501 600 
401 500 
301 400 
201 300 

200 


Average Provincial Loan: single group - $438 
married group - $572 
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Table 79 D2: 
Distribution of 1967-68 Bursaries of Single 
and Married Student Groups 


| since teeta | 
Number 16 cue Weresul Numb er Ola @ te i 
; PTE @) 









Bursary 








Over $501 





451 - 500 27.0 
401 - 450 Ez 
351 - 400 


301 350 





Zo4 300 











201% -" 250 
151% -~ 200 
101 - 150 


at 100 








1 





50 








Average Bursary: single group - $159 
married group - $402 


Tables 80 through 84 provide data on assistance of various types 
accumulates by single and married students up to and including the 
1966-67 year. The average of the accumulated scholarships and grants 
were comparable for the two groups. (See Tables 80 and 81) However, on 
the average married students tended to accumulate substantially larger 
loans and bursaries as revealed in Tables 82,83, and 84. This is not 
surprising because their financial needs are much greater than those of 
single students. 
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Table 80 83. 
Distribution of Total Previous Scholarships, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Single and Married 
Student Groups 


: ‘i ge : , 







Total 
Previous 
Scholarships 

















Total 
vee 











$2001 
1801 - 2000 - 
1601 - 1800 0.6 
1401 - 1600 


1400 


1200 





801 - 1000 
601 - 800 
401 - 600 


400 


200 






Average total previous scholarships: single group - $412 
married group - $471 
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Table 81 84. 
Distribution of Total Previous Grants,1966-67 
and earlier, of Single and Married 
Student Groups 


0.1 
















iveyjeeul 
Previous 
Grants 















Over $1501 





1401 - 1500 
1301 - 1400 
1201 - 1300 


1101 1200 













1001 1100 


1000 











Average total previous grants: single group - $293 
married group - $319 
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Table 82 85. 
Distribution of Total Previous Canada Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, Single and 
Married Student Groups 










Total 
Previous 
Canada Loans 








Average total previous Canada Loans: single group - $665 
married group - $920 
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Table 83 86. 
Distribution of Total Previous Provincial Loans, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Single and 
Married Student Groups 






oes | 
Previous 

Provincial 
Loans 



















Woe all 
O04 


Over $3601 







3401 - 3600 : 
3201 - 3400 - 
3001 - 3200 








2801 3000 












2601 2800 
2401 - 2600 
2201 ~ 32400 
2001 - 2200 
1801 2000 

















1601 1800 
1401 - 1600 
1201 - 1400 
LOOL = 1200 
801 1000 
















601 800 
401 - 600 
201 - 400 
if 200 














Average total previous Provincial Loans: single group - $648 
married group - $742 
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Table 84 87. 
Distribution of Total Previous Bursaries, 
1966-67 and earlier, of Single and 
Married Student Groups 


ati || eae 
Number i Gat tttoieeul i; Ore loral 


i 
iL 
i 
2 
0 
0 
3 
5 
9 
8 
1 


Average total previous bursaries; single group - $201 
married group - $415 















Moeail: 
Previous 
Bursaries 









Over $1001 
901 - 1000 
801 - 900 
701 - 800 


601 700 














501 600 
401 - 500 
301 - 400 
2017 = 300 
200 


The final table, Table 85, gives the distribution of total loans 
granted to single and married students. Here the difference is marked, 
with the total average accumulated loans to married students being more 
than one and one-half the size of the average accumulated loan to single 
students. 
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Table 85 88. 
Distribution of Total Loans to Date, Including 1967-68 
Loans, of Single and Married Student Groups 





Accumulated 
Loans 









talotall 
Oat 







Average accumulated loan: single group - $ 8/70 
married group - $1449 
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CONCLUSIONS 89. 


It is difficult to draw definite conclusions from the mass of stat- 
istical data contained in this report. The following are observations 
which in the writer's view,represent some of the more significant findings 
of the study. 


1. Over half of the students receiving financial assistance in 1967-68 
were residents of Edmonton or Calgary. This finding is consistent with the 
tendency of ever increasing urbanization in our society. 


2. The vast majority of students receiving assistance, 86.9%, were 
single and one student in twelve, 12.2%, were married. The proportion of 
married students receiving assistance will probably increase in the future 
as a function of more and more married persons returning to school for 
further education. The data indicates that married students accumulate 
substantially larger debts through both Canada Loans and Provincial Loans. 
In fact, the total average accumulated loans of married students ($1,449) 
are not far from twice the average accumulated loans of single students 
($870). The needs of married students are obviously greater and account 
for the larger loans received. However, one wonders if married students 
should reasonably be expected to carry this substantially larger indebted- 
ness than do single students. 


3. Two thirds of the students receiving financial assistance were in 
attendance at Aiberta's three universities. All other post-secondary in- 
stitutions accounted for the other third of the students, with the excep- 
tion of a few high school students who received bursaries. It is obvious 
that, as yet, the major assistance is to persons in universities. It is 
interesting that close to one half of all the students receiving assist- 
ance were in attendance at the University of Alberta. 


4. The average summer earnings of all students was $810, whereas the 
average summer savings was $391, or just under 50% of the average earnings. 
When the data is examined by sex, the average summer earnings of males 
were substantially larger than that for females. However the males did 
not save money in proportion to the earnings they received. The differences 
in the summer earning power of the sexes obviously needs to be considered 
in assessment of financial need. Students from Edmonton and Calgary tend- 
ed to have higher summer earnings than did students from other locations, 
but they did not tend to save more money from their summer income. Higher 
living costs in the city may account in part for lower than expected 
savings. 


5. The average gross parental income reported by the students was 
just over $7,000 per year. This includes situations where both parents 
in the family were employed full or part time. In the writer's judgment, 
the use of gross parental income is somewhat misleading because it lumps 
together persons with fixed incomes, i.e. salaries, with those in business 
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90. 


or farm operations. Obviously the gross income of a farm or business is 
not too meaningful unless the expenses to be charged against the income 
are taken into account. The use of the net income for farmers and business 


men would make their income more comparable to that of persons on fixed 
incomes. 


6. The average accumulated loan debt for all students was $962. 
Only 247 students, 1.4% of the total group, had accumulated loans of 
$3000 or more. Some two thirds of the students had loan debts of less 
than $1000. From these data one can conclude that there were not a large 
number of students who were becoming seriously encumbered by debt through 
provisions of the Canada Student Loan and Provincial Loan funds. 
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